Narch 30, 1990 LB 688, 769, 854

Chambers.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Senator Norrissey. Nr. Chairman
and nmenbers of the Legislature, the issue has been now changed.
Senator Schimek asked what are we doing here and where are we
going? | feel that we're doing the best that we can and we're
gm ng till midnight. Wiat else can you say? There is a
eterm nation by everybody to see this thin through to the
bitter end, and | certainly intend to deliver the prom se
that | rrade. Even with that having been said, the seriousness
of the issue has not lessened. |f LB 769 were put in place, how
much di fferent would it be than the law currently on the books
that has been enjoined by the federal court from being enforced?
There already is legislation requiring parental notification but
it cannot be enforced because the federal District cour in
Nebraska said no. Senator Lindsay has another bill, LB 854,
which_contains a 24-hour waiting period and it anmends, | iphink
28-327, which had a 48-hour waiting period and that was struck
down as unconstitutional . It was unconstitutional because no

court to date has seen the value or the state's conPeIIing
interest in requiring an arbitrarily established period o

h time
during which nothing of value is going to occur. There is
no_thl ng abo_ut this waiting period, whether 24 hours or 48 hours,
which is going to make the procedure nore safe, which is going

to bring to the woman nore information that she needs. The
types of information demanded, as a second part of that |B 854
is of a type that would be ruled unconstitutional because it' s
aimis to burden the woman's decision and not to prin

enl i ghtenment or the type of know edge or infornmation negessary
to an informed consent to an abortion. Sowhy. will bills be
brought t hat practically mrror provisions of |aw currently on
the books in Nebraska that have been epjoined because they're
unconstitutional ? Wiy will that be done'? Because those who
support the | egislation, the ones they represent, want to show
others the power that they have to conpel the Legislature to
enact certain provisions even though they have been (yled
unconstitutional already. Sowhat we're here for, Senator
Schi mek, what a maj ority is here for is to reenact
unconstit utional legislation. That's what we're here for and
that's why 1 say |'m seriously interested jn seeing the
ridicul ous nonsensical anendnent that Senator |andis and |
co-signed, addedto this bill. W' re in that Barnum and Bailey
world  which is just as phony as it can be. We go fromthere
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